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The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, line 3, the phrase "between at least two layers, included in a reflection 
polarizer (a)" is confusing. Is the phrase intended to means "between at least two 
reflection polarizers (a)"? It is unclear which elements (the polarization element (A), the 
retardation layer (b), the at least two layers or the reflection polarizer (a)) have 
respective selective reflection wavelength bands of polarized light superimposed on 
each other to conduct collimation for a diffusion (diffused) light source. In line 7 of claim 
1, it is unclear how one polarizer can be disposed on both sides of the liquid crystal cell. 
In claim 2, line 3, does the reflection polarizer (a) comprise at least two layers? In claims 
3 (lines 6, 7), 4 (lines 6, 13, 15), 5 (lines 7, 9, 12), 6 (lines 7, 9, 12), 13 (lines 3, 6), and 
15 (line 5), the parentheses are confusing because it is unclear whether the information 
within the parentheses is the limitation or not. In claims 4 and 5, last line, do "the 
respective slow axes thereof refer to the slow axes of the layer (b2) on the incidence 
side and the layer (b2) on the emission side? In claim 6, lines 8 and 10, to which layers 
the layer on the incidence side and the layer on the emission side refer? In claims 7-1 1 , 
the recited feature "the retardation layer (b1) n lacks antecedent basis. In claim 17, to 
which layers the each of layers refer? The remaining claims are also rejected since they 
depend on the indefinite claims. 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2, 10, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over JP 10-321025 (JP'025) in view of JP 2002-258048 (JP'048) both 

cited by Applicant 

In so far as understood, the JP'025 discloses in Fig. 6 a liquid crystal display 
(LCD) comprising a backlight system (1-3 and 51-54) containing a polarization element 
1 obtained by disposing a retardation layer (12, 14) between at least two reflection 
polarizers (11, 13, 15, 16), a liquid crystal cell 61, polarizing plates (4, 62) disposed on 
both sides of the liquid crystal cell; and a viewing angle magnifying layer 63 disposed on 
the viewer side of the liquid crystal cell to diffuse transmitted light. Thus, the only 
difference between the LCD of JP'025 and that of the instant claim is the reflection 
polarizers having respective selective reflection wavelength bands of polarized light 
superimposed on each other to conduct collimation for a diffused light source. The 
JP'048 discloses that it was known to employ reflection polarizers having respective 
selective reflection wavelength bands of polarized light superimposed on each other to 
conduct collimation for a diffused light source (abstract, paragraphs 0001, 0004, 0007, 
0019, 0036, 0037, 0041, 0044). Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art in view of JP'048 to employ in the LCD of JP'025 reflection 
polarizers having respective selective reflection wavelength bands of polarized light 
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superimposed on each other to conduct collimation for a diffused light source for 
obtaining a LCD device with good luminance. 

Claims 3-9 and 11-15 and would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 3-9 and 1 1 are allowed over the prior art because none of the prior art 
discloses or suggests a LCD having structure as recited in claim 1 in combination with 
the particular structures of the reflection polarizer and the retardation layer as recited in 
claims 3-9 and 11. Claims 12-15 are also allowed since they depend on claims 3 and 4. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Tai Duong at 
telephone number (571) 272-2291. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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